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Deer* I'aul, 

^our non— airmailing of the 20th Bad-.; very good tine and it interesting. 1 road it 
this a. a., but since th.n, what, with Jerry b having to assemble himself and Ms plans 
for the big night, I've list some of v/hat x iiau in r:dnd. do, 1541 go over each part, 
beginning vith CIn, where I liave a separate file on your i-'i'I requests I've started (don't 
remember how far sack it goes). 

what I tliibk aay be most significant in it is the length and trouble represented, 
hy strongest rocou .ondation is tiiat you regard this as exceptional, ask yourself why 
the length and trouble, as distinguished from what you point out as and as is significant 
speed (I'll bo devil's advocate on responsiveness), and accept one possibility, that it 
is an invitation to further correspondence. It is easy to Icam whether this can be 
productive, and I'll suggest a few direct challenges that may help you learn. 

^oinc along with this I strongly discourage any use of his sending you the Belin 
dreJc. x his would really do us no good and it would, without doubt, turn him off. Why do 
that? fake him on instead. All these peiople hide it but they all know better and. they 
are all devilled by a yearning for s elf— justification. 

We arc so far past where an occasional story, even a good one, can mean anything: 
I aviid publicity. I didn t seek it in Dallas, for example, and made an appearance on 
TV not onlyonly because it was asked of me but because I wanted in the future to be able 
to talk to that reporter again. We was a different man between the time of our first 
meeting and the end of out filming the next day, and he gave me somethin, ; interesting 
I've already told you, the bit about the bondsman, a duby-like character, a standing^: 
aim. awaitin' at decker's! 

Shis also means I recommend againstkssx sending the last graph to 3M. nothing 
to be gained., an, she exploder, so magnificently! 

Shere may be something in the new image bit. If Salandria and Garrison can now 
say they ar . the good guys simply because of what is missing in 'xhe Pentagon ■‘•apei-s, 
maybe the: Agency lias seen possibilities, but lets use it if so. Constructively only . 
u ivo them a ch rice to show the new face, if that there is (and I don t believe it). 

I don t think they aini to recruit you. I have just gotten but haven),® read J amet’ c piece 
(he is a friend, bu I got it from another. I'vecarboned you on corres. with his IPS pals 
and associates, who I expect here in the near future.) Agree on his cited interpretation 
on "clean intelligence" • i’he establishment of new potentials for Latin nmerica fits 
and sug ests also a rethinking and a reorientation they may have rouble getting the 
military to agree to. no new porno tions in it and less for the manufacturers. One of 

t!tin I.g uri y\Lr.iio ~ rsuch. nooclp 1 ijhdL-'Lir i;ou*th.CT'n r xn‘iioT*t:» 'i'hoy 

also have on near you, kocky ountain# Shey not only have to go deeper underground 
but they have to abandon tiiat on which they can't maintain security, like students, 
and prepare for a tougher tine. 

'i'hey are not' being "reasonable" with everyone. Example! no„ 

I would not reply non— commitally. Lon t under-estiaat. them, ‘i’hey know v/hat you 
think, no in character, -uid don’t drop the faStual matters, “eacon/argue, as I'll cone to 
in his letter, i'hey can't really believe the WC conclusions, They do know their bsuiness, 
no -matter how much they fuckup and depend on raw power and wealth, both of which corrupt 
if we can t know why white sent you the iielin piece, use it, kind of intellectual judo. 

On your question, 1 think t.iis: you are not under any legal restrictions jot to use his 
letter and oven if you were, there is nothing you could c!o. 1 urge tiiat you resist the 
m.nptu uion, — or at mo s ^ t on can onoarruso tlion. .m ., mu tini* cioes no ■ good. -boi — in is 
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"liit ■ says they want to declassify. I don t believe it. I think he may wane to 
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bettevr it hinself and I’n certain he wants you to. °se this, too. Challencge bars on re. 

and intelligence sources ana methods from mautnoiazod cxsclosuro. me uin.utnorized 
Su "classified" oarts are of bis determination, not southing externally imposed. I 
thirv the approach should he in terns of getting him to .justify both on specific it*oa. 
They "would classify yesterday’s garbage if it originated with tn ^^^°“ 0r ^ y , loIle 
rood reason, simply because they do everything, “hy else no you tlmnn -llsberg ha 
SthSr iLml Papers? "Their content, howver, does not tte 

Commission’ s findings." here he is saying that they do not entirely agree with the 
WsSon’s findings, las escape being "materially", and further-, in his view, that 
Beinr Llio as the lone unasisted. 'Ads nuts him in the position of doing your tinman* 
Syo2 r^se^oh for you. how on the specific, except for showing what - no secret, 
that one way or another they photograph, everyone going into certain emteso C. ana 
consulates , how can any of what ho sdld generally apply to your specie request ii£0 
is no ouch disclosure probable in what thev ar,. still classifying, -©e* xem-Uw . 
tha they only arc doing the classifying, ile reaches a reduction on tias. 

Unidentified man. I believ he means it when he says unidentified, ooo. a,ut I 
don’t believe he need have remained unidentified. And there is another P°ssx^ _ 
notation if you read Ida carefully. A t begins with what they arc not sdAsiie 
with and continues with a strange phrasing, "so far as we ar concerned, the man - >—l 

unidentified. " 

But there remains much more. Like how uptight they were about this man. Use and 
> m,., cop -i es 0 f Epstein's quotation of Liebeler on this ana anytumiG^ U '\ B , you 
Ln think of” and ask him co explain or justify is and to reconcile it uicn i*at£ 

S a-r S now, Why the CIA shoulu have had any reluctance m levelling awi — 

„ that makes a record, and these guys don't like tnoso minus or —torus. — © „ 

is a conflict between what ho says and the wC experience. You wen, to,, fax in 
tv ou t ho used. %s reason for thinking then that there could nave oeen so...e a.oOCiamou 
l-o ou-h’- b c* eLIen-ed. A t mak.es no sense at all. Without some speciiic reason, they 
: 0 2d nocW sent tills one of the many pictures they unaouhtedly took mid/or 
t h±.> one nan mid no o dierV That they were in tb same area at the saao time fir. cvei^oue 
else at lea- t a., much. That this picture was taken too late nere,.y eap^zca l ^ — - 
body had to have bid wliat he considered a good reason for sending tie... P— mu,, 
xml and not the undoubtedly many earlier one. 

"Oswald was not under investigation by; us when ho war. in •" t 

underlined, "for" us? Us as agents for others? He falls snort of saying no e 
ami no Old. investigations , direct or indirect. 

His denial of "indication of an association" is ridiculous, as set fortn above. 
Uhy tins i then? And the reason ho nay have not to release the entire Picture 

could be legit’ not to disclose the point from w'nich ,ai,en. 

There are enormous evasions in his com ents on Item 3. "This has 
information bearing on the ViG findings and the report is till what 

taken the position the Report is right, the rex ora it is g, c ision of 

is substantive, an., that is decided by the pre-da .ennned concx^xons. x,,. ^ 

wmit -'3 "substantive" ougjit not be on an ex paroe aecision. oupp *> , . 

o', there is r-asou to doubt one aspect? Would there be tuc same evaluao.cn o- ■ ± 
"substantive"? naturally not. "Still classified"? Yes, but by him, . not ^ ^ i. 

basis under RUl for classification? Can it reasonably bo aa^ea te. o^ £££ 
the a, dres (did he mean addressee?) and signature must be_classifiea. > - • * 


i-jid "would, seen to sc.rve no purpose" again puts idja in poi 
can or should believe 9 wnich. is v.-ron-^* 

nelin, thanks him and c;o into it and iielin, jm 
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X . lean, only , Forget about -i'exas Obs., SH, etc. For example, and Stare is bound to bo 
asacii nor-'-, e.-.oh piece of • ,hich I thibk you sboula toko the tine to give Mu. says 

Brewer followed LMO into the theater. ‘4iis 1 b worse than false. Selin conducted tho 
interrogation of Brower. Bach and every falseho d, cited with reference, ni gilt make a won-; 
in bin, ana then flash back to the " substantive" , etc., intox-prctajs&onr, lie nan node on 
your behalf, Assume tisat nona of the big, ;er boys Iiave had time to do any extensive 
reading; » .-_nd give hiia basis for bavin,;: doubts, at least in neliu’s stuff that be has 
sent you a... the last word, fhank him for doing it and day you hav<-- taken tine ior what 
he doosiio iTiave tine for, after getting his idndnoss, and give authority for each 
destruction ox Selin *s and Commission* s laio3rlodge, integrity, cerdibrlrty, etc., ana 
ark bin if tni : is why ho believes the Wit, or why he thinks ho sfcoul be deciding for 
y 3 u what your research requires, etc. Bend him a copy of such thing.- as now ley* 
affidavit, aqi: liin why Bolin and Ball didn't use iiowley as a witness, point out tho 
EiGasiiii. *• ancl c&jk IlLm i - t is i the i-dLiiu oi* tiiiii ho finds so persuasive: or t ! v -x lie iliinl-zs 


should decide for you vlmt you shoul., think and seek ior your resoaren* ou CiUi 
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lor a i:«ajor asnuaib oi 

Ms is an important position - aid on tiiat "ur-bstantial connection" jazs. it wd.ll take 
some time, but 1 tliink it is worth it. ihey know of the accusations against tiioxi, and 
they have, wtattar or ..ot they disclose it, an expectable sensitivity 
hell else wore they having mo nonitored wherever I spoke (I've 


on u.ijoloj o “iiy oiio 
b«t carbons of what vaa 
done for them, bills, etc.). lX!ii*i' mention tiiis. But r-.ad it. dive bin a ch a ll en ge on 
-°clin* use of frovor-Hoper insteau, for example, of that chapter of wMllfiLimH land the 
01 a does ha-<e it. 1 know when and 'whore they bought it— early), ns hix.: to rear tiiat 
chpater and compere with Bolin* s self-serving version. Bgich also imp. c-ns so be unUiithxul 
to fact, as with "unequivocal" identifications. note use of "cartridges" an ask Mu 
how many murders ho Icnows of con ...tted witii cartridge cases, --sk idea uny Bclxu says this 
and makes no ref. to what is lethal, th.. bullets, ana then unloaa on tills, .ask Mm, 
since lie says ho believes tile wit, what evidence he knows of that con acts any buL.ct 
with the; JFK assassination "beyond a reasonable doubt", delin' words, wiiat one 
bit of evidence ho can cite tiiat proves the sliots came from that window, ivory oi ox 
these points is false, if you xem-..mber ny iao yet unanswesed) letter to Ualxcbury. 

n 0 t also even helin has escape clauses, like "ultimate" conclusions, u'hat are 
they based oaV Mui't he subscribe to all? Bu.. if two rest is lino Ms, wh t remains, ami 
on what basis besides trust does White credit UBS Should you vest any non; trus t in Ms- 
evaluations of what are "substantial" in teims of evidentiary value since lie says no uses 
this in tho context of belief in tho It's conclusions, And if truth only war. -clin's 
goal, remind wiiito of the .lowland's and Ms refusal to let her correct a factual error 
while needlessly correcting his own graui.ar on thh same page. I aug. OcJIj 27GLL S bO 

my work for sov i.-al reasons, out; being a challenge to white, tiiat since ho lias tanon tiio 
positou shat the \Li is correct and you ar so far a .ay, why -..ooan't Be invit. ..e to 
confront hia concepts of proof, truth and evidence, X’or you arc fax- and r au close by. 

- ( ; e ,. » : . 1 . - cr . ' t - u f; l;; } W.,'; ++ gjj f':’r.il,'l yj 'O': 0 i:-t:-,ra 

that holy and tatter- than— thou crap fast with it.TMs will requir .- tiiat he just use Ms 
raw power, and ii' he does what hav«e you lost, or- have a few uoub’ f Oi* COiii33-Civ,'i* -..irG 
image they are trying to cast, assuming they are. 

If I didn t tidna this has possibilities. I’d not have taken tins iM, u se 
your own judgemcait. xdd I*m neither carboning or discussing with anyone else, ost, in) 



